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strangely-shaped departmental functions, was on the face of it
bound to give results which are less than satisfactory. Prima facie
you would have expected a breakdown. What has been the
result ? I say that there has been a very great falling-short of
what we might have had even in the life of this Parliament, and
in spite of all that has been achieved and all that is coming forward,
I say that you cannot to-day claim that this system has succeeded.
I will offer some proof of that statement. Some proof can be
found in the decision referred to by my hon. and gallant Friend
the Member for Wellingborough [Wing-Commander James] to
substitute " adequacy " for " parity " in the air. Parity was the
Government's own pledge. First-line strength was the Govern-
ment's own measure. That was not invented by their critics;
that was put forward by the Air Ministry, and adhered to rigorously
and vehemently as long as it afforded a satisfactory line of defence,
But both are now abandoned. Why are they abandoned ? I
say because of the lag and failure in supplies. That is the
reason why this definition and this standard have both been
abandoned.
Now we have " adequacy." What is adequacy ? Adequacy is
no standard at all. It is simply what His Majesty's Ministers at
any given moment, surveying what they have got, choose to. say
is adequate. I shall be asked, Have you no confidence in His
Majesty's Government ? Sir, I say " Yes " and " No." I have
great confidence that these hon. and right hon. Friend^ of mine
will administer faithfully and well the Constitution of this country,
that they will guard its finances in a thrifty manner, that they will
hunt out corruption wherever it may be found, that they will
preserve the peace and order of our streets and the impartiality of
our courts—and keep a general hold upon Conservative principles.
[Laughter.] In all these matters I have a sincere and abiding
confidence in them. But if you ask me whether I have confidence
in their execution of Defence programmes, or even in their state-
ments as to the degree to which those Defence programmes have
at any moment advanced—there I must beg the House not to press
me too far. [Renewed laughter.]
I am making some criticisms of a disparaging character upon
some aspects of our defence, but I take this opportunity to say
that in my opinion not only is the Royal Navy stronger relatively
to the dangers it may have to meet than ever before, but that the
Royal Air Force constitutes one of the finest and most magnificent
bodies of men and scientific attainment that exist in the whole
field of modem military progress. No criticism must give the idea

